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DETAILED ACTION 

This Action is in regards to the Reply received on 07 April, 2005. 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is responsive to the application filed on April 07 th , 2005. Claim 1 1 is 
amended. Claims 1-18 are pending. No new claims have been added. Claims 1-18 
represent a conferencing method. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 9, 13, and 14 have been carefully 
considered, but are not deemed fully persuasive. Applicant's arguments are deemed 
moot in view of the following new ground of rejection as explained here below, 
necessitated by Applicant's interpretation of the references cited in the First Office 
Action to render the limitations of the claims obvious over the patents of Gifford et al. 
(U.S. Patent 6,549,612) in view of Slutsman et al. (U.S. Patent 6,604,129) to the claims 
which significantly affected the scope thereof. 

The Office acknowledges appropriate correction made to claim 1 1 as requested 
in the First Office Action. 

The dependent claims stand rejected as articulated in the First Office Action and 
all objections not addressed in Applicant's response are herein reiterated. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gifford et al (Gifford), U.S. Patent No. 6,549,612 B2 in view of Slutsman et al. 
(Slutsman), U.S. Patent No. 6,604,129 B2, further in view of Abato et al. (Abato). 
U.S. Patent No. 6.513.069. 

Regarding claim 1, Gifford teaches the invention substantially as claimed. 
Gifford discloses a method for providing a conference for a subscriber and a 
plurality of participants at a set time using a conferencing system in a 
telecommunication system, the telecommunication system incorporating an 
Internet (fig. 4), the method comprising: 

assigning in a web server of the conferencing system a unique URL for 
the conference of the subscriber (column 6, lines 25-43), 

providing the unique URL through the Internet to a web browser of the 
subscriber (column 12, lines 12-28), 

delivering the unique URL and the set time through the Internet from the 
web browser of the subscriber to each of the plurality of participants, the 
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subscriber and the plurality of participants comprising end-users in the 
conference {column 6, lines 24-37; column 14, lines 18-65), 

each of the end-users clicking on the delivered URL at the set time to 
access the web server of the conferencing system through the Internet {column 
12, lines 52-67; column 13, lines 1-1 9)\ 

However, Gifford fails to teach a the step of each of the end-users 
providing endpoint identification information corresponding to an endpoint to the 
accessed web page, connecting each endpoint of the end-users to the 
conference in the conferencing system through the telecommunications system 
in response to the provided endpoint identification information. 

In the same field of endeavor, Slutsman discloses a ( communications 
system conducted on the Internet where the host sends a conference request to 
the participants that contains the potential participant addresses, the attributes of 
the requested conference... and established a video link between the host and 
the participants ) [see Slutsman, column 5, lines 16-35; column 6, lines 10-46; 
fig. 3, items 100, 200, and 500]. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
networking art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated 
Slutsman's teachings of a method and apparatus to request end-users to provide 
endpoint identification and connect the endpoints to the system, with the 
teachings of Gifford, for the purpose of 11 facilitate the integration of services which 
allow end-users to be tracked and to provide a computer system that act in 
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conjunction with voice messaging and digital communications " as stated by 
Gifford in lines 8-20 of column 3. Thus, Slutsman also provides motivation to 
combine by stating a need to also provide to the network with "the ability to 
coordinate the scheduling of a conference over the Internet..." [see Slutsman, 
column 2, lines 1-3]. 

While the combination Gifford-Slutsman teaches the method above, 
Gifford-Slutsman does not teach in details the step of " delivering the unique 
URL from the subscriber to each of the plurality of participants". In the same field 
of endeavor, Abato teaches ..."a server that receives the subscriber's URL 
though its URL decoder and delivers the code of the URL over the internet to the 
users PC..." [see Abato, column 6, lines 56-671 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
networking art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated Abato's 
teachings delivering a URL from the subscriber to each of the plurality of 
participant, with the teachings of Gifford-Slutsman, for the purpose of creating 
"..a system wherein no specialized chip set need to be produced or implemented 
into the standard PC, to keep complexity to a minimal" as stated by Abato in 
column 3, lines 51-54. By this rationale, claim 1 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 2, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches the 
method of claim 1 wherein providing the unique URL occurs by emailing the 
unique URL through the Internet to the subscriber [see Gifford, column 15, lines 
14-27]. . The same motivation that was utilized in the combination of claim 1 , 
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applies equally as well to claim 2 [see Slutsman, column 2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, 
column 3, lines 8-20]. By this rationale claim 2 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 3, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches the 
method of claim 1 wherein providing the unique URL comprises: 

placing the unique URL on a web page of the web server [see Gifford, 
column 5, lines 1-18], 

copying of the placed URL by the subscriber from the web page of the 
web server [see Gifford, column 7, lines 46-67]. The same motivation that was 
utilized in the combination of claim 1 , applies equally as well to claim 3 [see 
Slutsman, column 2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, column 3, lines 8-20]. By this 
rationale claim 3 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 4, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches the 
method of claim 1 wherein delivering comprises emailing the unique URL through 
the Internet to the web browser of each of the plurality of participants [see 
Gifford, column 15, lines 14-27]. The same motivation that was utilized in the 
combination of claim 1 , applies equally as well to claim 4 [see Slutsman, column 
2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, column 3, lines 8-20]. By this rationale claim 4 is 
rejected. 

Regarding claim 5, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches the 
method of claim 1 wherein delivering comprises: 

placing the unique URL on a web page of the subscriber [see Gifford, 
column 5, lines 1-18], 
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copying of the placed URL by the participants from the web page of the 
subscriber [see Gifford, column 7, lines 46-67]. The same motivation that was 
utilized in the combination of claim 1, applies equally as well to claim 5 [see 
Slutsman, column 2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, column 3, lines 8-20]. By this 
rationale claim 5 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 6, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches the 
method of claim 1 wherein the unique URL is a graphical icon [see Gifford, 
column 11, lines 25-29]. The same motivation that was utilized in the combination 
of claim 1 , applies equally as well to claim 6 [see Slutsman, column 2, lines 1-3; 
see Gifford, column 3, lines 8-20]. By this rationale claim 6 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 7, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches the 
method of claim 1 wherein the endpoint is a telephone and wherein the endpoint 
information is a telephone number for the telephone [see Slutsman, column 2, 
lines 27-47]. The same motivation that was utilized in the combination of claim 1 , 
applies equally as well to claim 7 [see Slutsman, column 2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, 
column 3, lines 8-20]. By this rationale claim 7 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 8, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches the 
method of claim 7 wherein connecting comprises: calling the telephone for the 
telephone number provided in the endpoint identification information, adding the 
telephone to the conference when it goes off-hook [see Gifford, column 2, lines 
27-67]. The same motivation that was utilized in the combination of claim 1 , 
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applies equally as well to claim 8 [see Slutsman, column 2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, 
column 3, lines 8-20]. By this rationale claim 8 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 9, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches a 
method for providing a conference for a subscriber and a plurality of participants 
using a conferencing system in a telecommunication system, the 
telecommunication system incorporating an Internet, the method comprising: 

assigning in a database of a web server of the conferencing system a 
unique URL for the conference of the subscriber [see Gifford, column 1 1, lines 
66-67; column 12, lines 1-28], 

providing the unique URL through the Internet to a web browser of the 
subscriber [see Gifford, column 12, lines 12-28], 

delivering the unique URL from the subscriber to each of the plurality of 
participants, the subscriber and the plurality of participants comprising end-users 
in the conference [see Gifford, column 6, lines 24-37; column 14, lines 18-65], 
[see Abato, column 6, lines 56-67], 

activating the conference in the conferencing system when the delivered 
URLs are clicked on by the end-users [see Slutsman, column 2, lines 27-67]. The 
same motivation that was utilized in the combination of claim 1 , applies equally 
as well to claim 9 [see Slutsman, column 2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, column 3, lines 
8-20]. By this rationale claim 9 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 10, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches the 
method of claim 9 wherein delivering comprises emailing the unique URL through 
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the Internet to the web browser of each of the plurality of participants [see 
Gifford, column 15, lines 14-47]. The same motivation that was utilized in the 
combination of claim 1 , applies equally as well to claim 10 [see Slutsman, column 

2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, column 3, lines 8-20]. By this rationale claim 10 is 
rejected. 

Regarding claim 11, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches the 
method of claim 9 wherein delivery comprises: placing the unique URL on a web 
page. The web page could be anywhere, owned and operated by anyone [see 
Gifford, column 9, lines 39-64]. 

copying of the placed URL by the participants from the web page of the 
subscriber [see Gifford, column 7, lines 46-67]. The same motivation that was 
utilized in the combination of claim 1 , applies equally as well to claim 1 1 [see 
Slutsman, column 2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, column 3, lines 8-20]. By this 
rationale claim 11 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 12, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches the 
method of claim 9 further comprising: 

each of the end-users clicking on the delivered URL at the set time to 
access the web server of the conferencing system through the Internet [see 
Gifford, column 12, lines 52-67; column 13, lines 1-19], 

. each of the end-users providing endpoint identification information 
corresponding to an endpoint to the accessed web page [see Slutsman, column 

3, lines 15-48], 
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connecting each endpoint of the end-users to the conference in the 
conferencing system through the telecommunications system in response to the 
provided endpoint identification information [see Slutsman, fig. 3, items 100, 200, 
and 500; column 6, lines 10-46]. The same motivation that was utilized in the 
combination of claim 1 , applies equally as well to claim 12 [see Slutsman, column 
2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, column 3, lines 8-20]. By this rationale claim 12 is 
rejected. 

Regarding claim 13, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches a 
method for providing a conference for a subscriber and a plurality of participants 
at a set time using a conferencing system in a telecommunication system, the 
telecommunication system implemented with an Internet [see Gifford, fig. 4], the 
method comprising: 

assigning in a web server of the conferencing system a unique URL for 
the conference of the subscriber [see Gifford, column 6, lines 25-43], 

providing the unique URL through the Internet to a web browser of the 
subscriber [see Gifford, column 12, lines 12-28], 

delivering the unique URL and the set time through the Internet from the 
web browser of the subscriber to each of the plurality of participants, the 
subscriber and the plurality of participants comprising end-users in the 
conference [see Gifford, column 6, lines 24-37; column 14, lines 18-65] , [see 
Abato, column 6, lines 56-67], 
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an end-user clicking on the delivered URL at the set time to access the 
web server of the conferencing system through the Internet [see Gifford, column 
12, lines 52-67], 

the end-user providing a telephone number corresponding to a telephone 
to the accessed web page [see Slutsman, column 3, lines 15-48], 

calling the telephone from the conferencing system through the 
telecommunications system in response to providing the telephone number [see 
Slutsman, column 3, lines 15-67], 

connecting the end-user to the conference when the called telephone 
goes off-hook [see Slutsman, column 3, lines 15-67]. The same motivation that 
was utilized in the combination of claim 1 , applies equally as well to claim 1 3 [see 
Slutsman, column 2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, column 3, lines 8-20]. By this 
rationale claim 13 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 14, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches a 
method for providing conferences in a telecommunication system for a plurality of 
subscribers, the method comprising: 

providing a plurality of URLs in a web server at a conferencing system in 
the telecommunication system [see Gifford, column 6, lines 25-65], 

assigning in the web server at least one of the plurality of URLs to each of 
said plurality of subscribers [see Gifford, column 6, lines 25-65], 

activating a conference in the conferencing system when the URL of a 
subscriber accesses the web server of the conferencing system over the Internet 
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from a web browser of the aforesaid subscriber or of a participant to the 
conference [see Slutsman, column 27-67] , [see Abato, column 5, lines 40-67; 
column 6, lines 1-67; column 7, lines 1-46]. The same motivation that was utilized 
in the combination of claim 1, applies equally as well to claim 14 [see Slutsman, 
column 2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, column 3, lines 8-20]. By this rationale claim 14 
is rejected. 

Regarding claim 15, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches the 
method of claim 14 wherein activating comprises: receiving endpoint information 
from the subscriber and from each participant accessing the URL of the 
subscriber, connecting each endpoint for each received endpoint information to 
the conference [see Slutsman, column 27-67]. The same motivation that was 
utilized in the combination of claim 1, applies equally as well to claim 15 [see 
Slutsman, column 2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, column 3, lines 8-20]. By this 
rationale claim 15 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 16, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches the 
method of claim 15 wherein an endpoint is a telephone and the endpoint 
information is a telephone number for the telephone [see Slutsman, column 27- 
47]. The same motivation that was utilized in the combination of claim 1, applies 
equally as well to claim 16 [see Slutsman, column 2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, 
column 3, lines 8-20]. By this rationale claim 16 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 17, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches the 
method of claim 16 wherein connecting comprises calling the telephone number. 
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The same motivation that was utilized in the combination of claim 1 , applies 
equally as well to claim 17 [see Slutsman, column 2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, 
column 3, lines 8-20]. By this rationale claim 17 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 18, the combination Gifford-Slutsman-Abato teaches the 
method of claim 14 wherein at least one URL has an associated icon [see 
Gifford, column 11, lines 25-29]. The same motivation that was utilized in the 
combination of claim 1 , applies equally as well to claim 18 [see Slutsman, column 
2, lines 1-3; see Gifford, column 3, lines 8-20]. By this rationale claim 18 is 
rejected. 
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Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's Request for Reconsideration filed on November 16 th , 2004 has been 
carefully considered but is not deemed fully persuasive. However, because there exists 
the likelihood of future presentation of this argument, the Examiner thinks that it is 
prudent to address Applicants' main points of contention. 

A. Applicant contends that both the Gifford patent and the Slutsman Patent fail 
to disclose or suggest the step of "delivering the unique URL from the subscriber 
to each of the plurality of participant" in claims 1, 9, and 13. 

B. Applicant contends that both the Gifford patent and the Slutsman Patent fail 
to disclose or suggest the step of "activating a conference in the conferencing 
system when the URL of a subscriber accesses the web server of the 
conferencing system over the Internet from a web browser of the aforesaid 
subscriber or of a participant to the conference" in claim 14. 

C. Examiner will appreciate that an obviousness rejection is only appropriate 
when the combined references together disclose all the limitations of the claims 
SeeMPEPPar. 2143.03. 

6. As to "Point A" it is the position of the Examiner that both Gifford and Slutsman 
teach the limitations of the claim 1 , 9, and 13. However, in view of Applicant's 
remarks, stating that the patents do not clearly teach "delivering the unique URL from 
the subscriber to each of the plurality of participant", a third patent, Abato is used as a 
new ground of rejection in combination with Gifford and Slutsman to render the 
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Applicant's arguments moot as explained above [see rejection of claim 1; see Abato, 
column 6, lines 56-67]. 

7. As to "Point B", it is also the Examiner's position that the Abato patent is used a 
new ground of rejection and renders the Applicant's arguments moot as explained 
above [see rejection of claim 14 above]. 

8. As to "Point C", the applicant will agree with the Office, that all limitations of the 
claims have been addressed. There exists clear motivation to combine Abato with 
Gifford and Slutsman, and together, those references disclose all the limitations of the 
claims. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
examiner should be directed to Jude Jean-Gilles whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3914. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday and every other 
Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley, can be reached on (571 ) 272-3923. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 305-3719. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 




